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what soul is there to be affected by deeds
which no soul has done ? " Now the Exalted
One knew what was passing in that bhikkhu's
mind. And he went on to address the
brethren, saying: " Now it is possible,
bhikkhus, that herein some futile person, who
has not understood and is still ignorant, may,
under the influence of craving, stray from the
Teacher's doctrine and fancy : If nothing in
body or mind has, or is, soul, what soul is
there to be affected by deeds which no soul
has done ? But ye, bhikkhus, have been
trained by me in causation, respecting various
states under various conditions. What think
ye then ? Is body, is mind permanent or
impermanent ? " " Impermanent, lord." " Is
that which is impermanent liable to suffering
or not ? " " It is liable, lord" " Rut is it
proper to say, of that which is impermanent,
liable to suffering and to change, This is mine ;
I am this ; this is the soul of me " ? " No,
lord." i

The answer is to us as unexpected as the
question is oddly framed. We should prob-
ably have used our more magisterial diction,
and asked: " Is it possible, let alone just,
to reward or punish a doer A in another life,
when A has become so different that he can
no longer be said to be A ? " And anyway we
should have hoped to find, in the reply, a sys-
tematized statement of eschatology, put in
the mouth of the fountain-head of doctrine.
1 Majjhima-N.f iii. 19 f.